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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-11 are in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claim 3, there is no proper antecedent for "the protruding portion of the screw". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1, 2, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Jaynes et 
al (5,504,342). 

Looking to Jaynes et al, claim 1 is anticipated in that it only positively recites "a handrail" [figs. 
1-5] for the intended use of a tarpaulin, "having a handlebar" [10,30,30]. Beyond that, the claim 
merely recites that the handlebar "can be held between two bushes". Although the "bushes" are 
not positively recited, even if they were, the evidence of Jaynes et al meets the limitation by 
showing two bushes [18, 18', 36]. And since the "bushes" are not positively recited, the 
recitation of them "each having a screw thread" is not a positive recitation but merely a 
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statement of intended capability of combination with the bushes [18, 18', 36]. Once again, 
although not required by the claim, the evidence of Jaynes et al also show "screw threads" [fig 3; 
22; also shown in fig. 2 and 5]. It is notoriously well known to one with ordinary skill in the art 
that one function of screw threads is to secure. As such, a screw can go through multiple layers 
especially when one layer is merely a cloth. The claim recites that for the non-positively recited 
screw thread they have the capability "to be inserted through the tarpaulin cloth in order to fasten 
them to the tarpaulin" and "with which the be affixed to the tarpaulin frame". The claim does 
not require the structure of the tarpaulin (cloth), bushes, screw threads, nor the tarpaulin frame. 
It also does not recite "how" the screws arc to be inserted through the cloth. Also, making note 
of claim 2, if the "bushes" were positively recited the evidence of Jaynes et al also happens to 
show "the bush [18, 36] has a fastening arm [fig. 3; 20] o which the screw thread [22] is 
arranged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jaynes et al 
(5,504,3420 in view of Ostrow (6,220,557). 

Ostrow teaches interconnecting railing by means of support springs (fig. 4). 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jaynes et al 
(5,504,342) in view of Rox et al (5,887,539). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to provide a boat as per Jaynes 
et al with a tarpaulin, generally as taught by Rex et al. The use of tarpaulins in boats is well 
known in the art. 

9. Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jaynes 
et al (5,504,342). 

The manner in which the bush is secured to the boat would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice. The use of screws, bolts and adhesives in various configurations would have been 
obvious matters of design choice to one skilled in the art. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Carmichael (4,683,900) discloses a boat having a tarpaulin that includes handles 68, 
70. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jesus D. Sotclo whose telephone number is 571-272-6686. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. 6:00 AM -3:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samuel J. Morano can be reached on 571-272-6684. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jesus D. Sotelo/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 



